competition to cable, the Commission should, consistent with its

flexible regulatory approach, leave each DBS service provider

frnn to. ncnuiee tho owewareise rad nw Wt TR ing. v ot ha wil]

DBS is a service that, after more than 12 years in
development, will soon become a reality. The Commission has
stressed that DBS must be provided in a way that promotes and
fosters, not hinders, effective competition to cable and the

multichannel video marketplace. See TEMPO Satellite, Inc., 7 FCC

Red 2728 (1992). Placing any unnecessary restrictions at this
time on the ability of DBS service providers to make arrangements
for programming will hinder their ability to compete effectively
with cable.

V. Conclusion

The Commission’s First R & O in this proceeding faithfully
carried out Congressional intent and implemented regulations
consistent with the Cable Act, its legislative history, the

record in this proceeding, and the public interest. For the



foregoing reasons, NRTC’s Petition for Reconsideration should be
denied.
Respectfully submitted,
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